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Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/068,054 


Appltcant(s) 

MCDONALD ET AL 


Examiner 

Lakshmi S. Channavajjala 


Art Unit 

1615 





All Participants: 

(1) Lakshmi S. Channavailala . 

(2) Scott McBride . 

Date of Interview: 16 March 2005 



Status of Application: non-final rejection 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 3,00 PM 



Type of Interview: 
13 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part 1. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 



Claims discussed: 



Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the inten^iew 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 




(Examiner/SPE Signature) (Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Examiner Initiated Interview Summary 



Paper No. 03162005 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 10/068,054 



Continuation of Substance of Interview induding description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
Infomied the attorney of record that the temninal disclaimer filed in response to the double patenting rejection and a 
statement of Assignment was accepted. However, examiner infonned that the commonly assigned US Patents 
6,399,714; 6,495,657 & 6,797,743, would fomi the basis for a rejection of the noted claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) if 
the commonly assigned case qualifies as prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (0 or (g) and the conflicting inventions were 
not commonly owned at the time the invention in this application was made. In order for the examiner to resolve this 
issue, the assignee can, under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and 37 CFR 1.78(c), either show that the conflicting inventions were 
commonly owned at the time the invention in this application was made, or name the prior inventor of the conflicting 
subject matter. A showing that the inventions were commonly owned at the time the invention in this application was 
made will preclude a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) based upon the commonly assigned case as a reference under 
35 U.S.C. 102(0 or (g), or 35 U.S.C. 102(e) for applications filed on or after November 29, 1999. Attorney requested 
examiner to incorporate the above information in an interview summary and upon redpt of the same, applicants will 
submit the required statement of common ownership at the time of the instant invention was made. 



